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BRIEF OF APPELLANT/APPLICANT 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 This is the opening brief of Applicant William Tatham requesting that the TTAB reverse 

vjg"Vtcfgoctm"Gzcokpkpi"Cvvqtpg{Óu"hkpcn"tghusal under Section 2(e)(1) to register its applied-

for mark GRAND PRIX SPORTS on grounds that kv."Ðogtgn{"fguetkdgu"a feature qh"crrnkecpvÓu""

ugtxkegu0Ñ" 

 

II. ISSUES FOR REVIEW 

 A. Whether the Examining AttorneyÓu"fgekukqp"vq"tghwug"tgikuvtcvkqp"qh"CrrnkecpvÓu"

mark GRAND PRIX SPORTS was incorrect and should be reversed. 

 B. More specifically, whether, vjg" Gzcokpkpi" Cvvqtpg{Óu" fgvgtokpcvkqp" vjcv" the 

applied-for GRAND PRIX SPORTS mark is merely descriptive of a feature of AppnkecpvÓu"

services, namely, organizing sports league events, namely, rugby and soccer tournaments. 

 

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE/Procedural History -and- Factual Background 

 Applicant William Tatham filed the subject U.S. App. Serial No. 77/754,249 on June 8, 

2009 based upon a bona fide intent-to-use the applied-for mark in commerce, requesting 

registration on the Principal Register of GRAND PRIX SPORTS.  The applied-for GRAND 

PRIX SPORTS mark is contemplated to be used for organizing sports league events, namely, 

rugby and soccer tournaments.  
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 The Examining AttorneyÓu"hktuv"Qhhkeg"Cevkqp, mailed September 9, 2009, provisionally 

refused registration qp" vjg" dcuku" vjcv." Ðvjg" crrnkgf-for mark merely describes a feature of 

crrnkecpvÓu" ugtxkegu0Ñ" " The first Office Action also requested that the applicant submit a 

specimen showing use of the applied-for mark in commerce for the services identified in the 

application; amend the identification of services; list the goods/services by international class 

and submit additional filing fees and submit a specimen showing the mark in use in commerce 

hqt"gcej"encuu"qh"iqqfu"cpf1qt"ugtxkegu="fkuencko"ÐURQTVUÑ"crctv"htqo"vjg"octm"cu"ujqyp="cpf"

provide the dates of first use of the mark. 

 The Applicant electronically submitted its response on March 9, 2010 providing 

amendments to the descriptions of services, fkuenckokpi"vjg"yqtf"ÐURQTVUÑ."changing the filing 

basis from Section 1(a) to Section 1(b) (intent-to-use), and providing arguments against the 

finding that the applied-for mark is merely descriptive of the ArrnkecpvÓu"ugtxkegu0 

  Kp"CrrnkecpvÓu"tgurqpug" vq" vjg"hktuv"Qhhkeg"Cevkqp."Crrnkecpv"ctiwgf"vjcv" vjg applied-for 

mark GRAND PRIX SPORTS does not immediately describe an ingredient, quality, 

characteristic, function, feature, purpose of use of the specified goods or services, and is 

therefore registerable on the Principal Register. 

 Vjg"Gzcokpkpi"Cvvqtpg{Óu" uecond Office Action, mailed April 12, 2010 continued the 

refusal under Section 2(e), cpf"hwtvjgt"uvcvgf"vjcv"ÐCrrnkecpvÓu"tgurqpug"ycu unclear with respect 

vq" vjg" rtgekug" pcvwtg" qh" vjg" ugtxkeguÑ" cpf, accordingly, raised additional questions. The 

Examining Attorney asked Applicant to provide additional information about the identified 

services and to answer specific questions concerning the nature of the identified services. 
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 The Applicant electronically submitted its second response on September 29, 2010, 

rtqxkfkpi" c" fgvckngf" fguetkrvkqp" qh" CrrnkecpvÓu" ugtxkegu" cpf" tgurqpugu" vq" vjg" Gzcokpkpi"

Cvvqtpg{Óu"swguvkqpu0 

 Vjg" Gzcokpkpi" Cvvqtpg{Óu" third Office Action, mailed October 28, 2010, made his 

tghwucn" wpfgt" Ugevkqp" 4*g+*3+" Ðhkpcn0Ñ Vjcv" Qhhkeg" Cevkqp" kpfkecvgf" vjcv" ÐITCPF" RTKZÑ" ku"

defined as follows: high level or important sporting competitions. Registration was refused 

because high level sporting competitions are a significant feature of the identified services.  

 The Applicant submitted a Notice of Appeal to the TTAB on April 25, 2011.  This brief 

is in now filed in accordance with the Notice of Appeal. 

 

IV. ARGUMENTS Î ARRNKECPVÓU GRAND PRIX SPORTS MARK IS NOT 

OGTGN[" FGUETKRVKXG" QH" CRRNKECPVÓU" UGTXKEGU BECAUSE IT DOES NOT 

IMMEDIATELY DESCRIBE THE SERVICES, A LEVEL OF IMAGINATION IS 

REQUIRED TO ASSOCIATE THE MARK WITH THE SERVICES AND THE MARK 

INCLUDES SECONDARY MEANING. 

 Applicant submits that the applied-for GRAND PRIX SPORTS mark is not merely 

fguetkrvkxg" qh" vjg" CrrnkecpvÓu" ugtxkegu0" " Hktuv." a mark is not merely descriptive unless it 

immediately described the goods or services.  Second, a level of imagination, thought or 

perception is required to associate GRAND PRIX SPORTS with vjg" CrrnkecpvÓu" uervices.  

Finally, vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu"octm"ku"tgikuvtcdng"dgecwug"c"ugeqpfct{"ogcpkpi"tegarding a prestige of 

services is conveyed in GRAND PRIX SPORTS.  Therefore, in view of the discussion of law 

and facts below, AprnkecpvÓu"GRAND PRIX SPORTS mark is not merely descriptive of the 
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CrrnkecpvÓu" services and it is therefore respectfully requested that the TTAB reverse the 

Gzcokpkpi"Cvvqtpg{Óu"fgekukqp"cpf"fktgev"vjg"uwdlgev"crrnkecvkqp for GRAND PRIX SPORTS in 

international class 041 be advanced to publication. 

 

1. CrrnkecpvÓu"Crrnkgf-For Mark Does Not Koogfkcvgn{"Fguetkdg"vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu"Ugtxkegu 

and is Therefore Registrable on the Principle Register 

 A mark is not merely descriptive under Section 2(e)(1) of the Trademark Act unless it 

immediately Ðfguetkdgu"cp"kpitgfkgpv."swcnkv{."ejctcevgtkuvke."hwpevkqp."hgcvwtg."rwtrqug"qh"wug"qh"

vjg"urgekhkgf"iqqfu"qt"ugtxkegu0Ñ""Ugg"In re Gyulay, 820 F.2d 1216 (Fed. Cir. 1987); In re Abcor 

Development Corp., 200 USPQ 215, 217-8 (CCPA 1978); In re Engineering Systems Corp., 2 

WURS4f"3297"*VVCD"3;:8+0""Oqtg"urgekhkecnn{."vjg"ECHE"kp"I{wnc{"uvcvgf."Ð]y_jgvjgt"c"ikxgp"

octm"ku"uwiiguvkxg"qt"ogtgn{"fguetkrvkxg"fgrgpfu"qp"yjgvjgt"vjg"octm"Òkoogfkcvgn{"eqpxg{u"0"0"0"

knowledge of the ingrediepvu."swcnkvkgu."qt"ejctcevgtkuvkeu"qh"vjg"iqqfu"0"0"0"ykvj"yjkej"kv"ku"wugfÓ."

qt"yjgvjgt"Òkocikpcvkqp."vjqwijv."qt"rgtegrvkqp"ku"tgswktgf"vq"tgcej"c"eqpenwukqp"qp"vjg"pcvwtg"qh"

vjg"iqqfuÓ0Ñ""Vjg"koogfkcvg"kfgc"owuv"dg"eqpxg{gf"ykvj"c"Ðfgitgg"qh"rctvkewnctkv{0Ñ"In re TMS 

Corporation of the Americas, 200 USPQ 57, 59 (TTAB 1978).  If some exercise of imagination, 

thought, or perception is required to reach a conclusion as to the nature of the goods or services, 

the mark is at best suggestive and not merely descriptive, and is thus registrable on the Principal 

Register without proof of secondary meaning.   

 Vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu"ugtxkegu"ctg organizing sports league events, namely, rugby and soccer 

tournaments. Vjg" Gzcokpkpi"Cvvqtpg{" uvcvgf" vjcv" ITCPF" RTKZ" tghgtu" vq" Ðhigh level and/or 

korqtvcpv"urqtvkpi"eqorgvkvkqpu0Ñ""Jqygxgt."vjku"ku"pqv"vjg"rtkoct{"fghkpkvkqp"qh"ITCPF"RTKZ"
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according to the evidence presented by the Examining Attorney (See Examiner Attachments 1-

19) and therefore, in accordance with TMEP 1209.03(e), the supplemental meaning is not 

eqpvtqnnkpi0" "VOGR"¸"342;025*g+"uvcvgu<"ÐFguetkrvkxgpguu"owuv"dg"fgvgtokpgf"kp"tgncvkqp"vq"vjg"

goods or services for which registration is sought.  Therefore, the fact that a term may have a 

different meaning(s) in a different context is not controlling.  See In re Chopper Industries, 222 

USPQ 258 (TTAB 1984); In re Bright-Crest, Ltd., 204 USPQ 591 (TTAB 1979); In re 

Champion International Corp.." 3:5"WURS" 53:" *VVCD" 3;96+0Ñ" " Ceeqtfkpi" vq" vjg" Gzcokpkpi"

Cvvqtpg{Óu"gxkfgpeg."vjg"primary definition of GRAND PRIX means a car race.  (See Examiner 

Attachments 1-19)  According to www.Encarta.MSN.com the primary definition of GRAND 

RTKZ" ku" cp" ÐKorqtvcpv" ect" tceg<" cp{" qh" c" pwodgt" qh" korqtvcpv" kpvgtpcvkqpcn" cppwcn" tcegu" hqt"

racecars, held to decide the world automobile-tcekpi" ejcorkqpujkr0Ñ" " Ceeqtfkpi" vq"

www.Merriam-Ygduvgt0eqo" vjg" rtkoct{" fghkpkvkqp" qh" ITCPF" RTKZ" ku" Ðvjg" jkijguv" ngxgn" qh"

kpvgtpcvkqpcn" gswguvtkcp" eqorgvkvkqpÑ" cpf" vjgp" vjg" ugeqpfct{" fghkpkvkqp" ku" Ðqpg" qh" c" ugtkgu" qh"

internavkqpcn"hqtownc"ect"tcegu0Ñ""Ceeqtfkpi"vq"yyy0[qwtFkevkqpct{0eqo"vjg"rtkoct{"fghkpkvkqp"

qh"ITCPF"RTKZ"ku"Ðcp{"qh"c"ugtkgu"qh"tcegu"kpxqnxkpi"hqtownc"ectu"cpf"ngcfkpi"vq"cp"qxgtcnn"

ejcorkqpujkr0Ñ" "Ceeqtfkpi"vq"yyy0VjgHtggFkevkqpct{0eqo"vjg"rtkoct{"fghkpkvkqp of GRAND 

RTKZ"ku"Ðqpg"qh"ugxgtcn"kpvgtpcvkqpcn"tcegu0Ñ""Kp"vjg"Gzcokpkpi"Cvvqtpg{Óu"ekvgf"tghgtgpegu."vjg"

definition of GRAND PRIX as a sporting competition, particularly relating to rugby and soccer, 

was either not mentioned or mentioned as a secondary meaning.  In summary, the dictionary 

definitions cited by the Examining Attorney show GRAND PRIX is defined primarily as a car 

race.  
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 A mark is not merely descriptive under Section 2(e)(1) of the Trademark Act unless it 

immediately Ðfguetkdgu"cp"kpitgfkgpv, quality, characteristic, function, feature, purpose of use of 

vjg"urgekhkgf"iqqfu"qt"ugtxkegu0Ñ""See In re Gyulay, 820 F.2d 1216 (Fed. Cir. 1987); In re Abcor 

Development Corp., 200 USPQ 215, 217-8 (CCPA 1978); In re Engineering Systems Corp., 2 

USPQ2d 1297"*VVCD"3;:8+0""Oqtg"urgekhkecnn{."vjg"ECHE"kp"I{wnc{"uvcvgf."Ð]y_jgvjgt"c"ikxgp"

octm"ku"uwiiguvkxg"qt"ogtgn{"fguetkrvkxg"fgrgpfu"qp"yjgvjgt"vjg"octm"Òkoogfkcvgn{"eqpxg{u"0"0"0"

knowledge of the ingredients, qualities, or characteristics of the goods . . 0"ykvj"yjkej"kv"ku"wugfÓ."

qt"yjgvjgt"Òkocikpcvkqp."vjqwijv."qt"rgtegrvkqp"ku"tgswktgf"vq"tgcej"c"eqpenwukqp"qp"vjg"pcvwtg"qh"

vjg"iqqfuÓ0Ñ""Vjg"koogfkcvg"kfgc"owuv"dg"eqpxg{gf"ykvj"c"Ðfgitgg"qh"rctvkewnctkv{0Ñ"In re TMS 

Corporation of the Americas, 200 USPQ 57, 59 (TTAB 1978).  If some exercise of imagination, 

thought, or perception is required to reach a conclusion as to the nature of the goods or services, 

the mark is at best suggestive and not merely descriptive, and is thus registrable on the Principal 

Register without proof of secondary meaning.  A consumer in attendance at an entertainment 

property of the Applicant would have to do some thought and imagination to combine the 

ogcpkpi"qh"ITCPF"RTKZ"*dgkpi"Ðect"tcekpiÑ+"ykvj"vjg"ogcpkpi"qh"URQTVU"*dgkpi"Ðcctivities 

hqt" gzgtekugÑ+" vq" cuuqekcvg" vjg" ITCPF" RTKZ" URQTVU" vtcfgoctm" ykvj" vjg" xctkqwu" urqtvu"

eqpvgpv."ngciwg."cpf1qt"vqwtpcogpv"vjg"eqpuwogt"ycu"gpicigf"kp0""Cuuqekcvkpi"Ðect"tcekpiÑ"cpf"

Ðcevkxkvkgu"hqt"gzgtekuguÑ"fqgu"pqv"koogfkcvgn{"eqpxg{"mpqyngfig"qh"the ingredients, qualities, or 

characteristics of the goods.  Accordingly, GRAND PRIX SPORTS is not merely descriptive, as 

GRAND PRIX SPORTS requires a level of imagination, thought, and/or perception to associate 

Ðect" tcekpiÑ" cpf" Ðcevkxkvkgu" hqt" gzgtekugÑ as then being for the services of Ðorganizing sports 

league events, namely rugby and soccer vqwtpcogpvu0Ñ"" 
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 Hwtvjgtoqtg."VOGR"¸"342;025*f+"uvcvgu<"ÐYjgp"vyq"fguetkrvkxg"vgtou"ctg"eqodkpgf."vjg"

determination of whether the composite mark also has a descriptive significance turns upon the 

question of whether the combination of terms evokes a new and unique commercial impression . 

. . However, a mark comprising a combination of merely descriptive components is registrable if 

the combination of terms creates a unitary mark with a unique, nondescriptive meaning, or if the 

composite has a bizarre or incongruous meaning as applied to the goods.  See In re Colonial 

Stores Inc., 394 F.2d 549, 157 USPQ 382 (C.C.P.A. 1968) (SUGAR & SPICE held not merely 

descriptive of bakery products); In re Shutts, 217 USPQ 363 (TTAB 1983) (SNO-RAKE held 

pqv"ogtgn{" fguetkrvkxg" qh" c" upqy" tgoqxcn" jcpf" vqqn+0Ñ" "Crrn{kpi" vjku" uvcpfctf" vq" vjg" rtgugpv"

application, the combination of GRAND PRIX SPORTS creates a unique and nondescriptive 

meaning for organizing sports league events, namely, rugby and soccer.  GRAND PRIX refers to 

car races.  As cited by the Examining Attorney according to www.TheFreeDictionary.com, 

URQTVU"tghgtu"vq"Ðcp"cevkxkv{"hqt"gzgtekug."rngcuwtg."qt"eqorgvkvkqp0Ñ""Vjg"eqodkpcvkqp"qh"Ðect"

tceguÑ" cpf" Ðcevkxkvkgu" hqt" gzgtekugÑ" ctg" engctn{" pqv" ogtgn{" fguetkrvkxg" qh" Ðqticpk¦kpi" urqtvu"

league events, namely, rugby and soccer.Ñ  

 

 2. A Level of Imagination, Thought or Perception is Required to Associate GRAND 

PRIX SPORTS with AppnkecpvÓu"Ugtxkegu 

 Gxgp"kh"c"eqpuwogt"eqwnf"gzvtcrqncvg"uqog"ogcpkpi"qwv"qh"CrrnkecpvÓu"octm"ykvj"tgurgev"

to describing the services performed by Applicant, such extrapolation requires some imagination, 

thought or perception to reach a conclusion as to the nature of the associated services.  For 

example, a consumer would need to set aside any reference to the racing competition itself, to 
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ceswktg"cp{"tgngxcpv"cuuqekcvkqp"ykvj"CrrnkecpvÓu"ugtxkegu0""Vjgtg"ku"ukorn{"pq"gxkfgpeg"qp"vjg"

record that a consumer would do so.  Even if they did, extrapolation of such meaning makes the 

mark suggestive at most, not merely descriptive.  See TMEP §1209.01(a).  Suggestive marks are 

Ðkpjgtgpvn{"fkuvkpevkxgÑ"cpf"ctg"koogfkcvgn{"Ðtgikuvtcdng"qp"vjg"Rtkpekrcn"Tgikuvgt"ykvjqwv proof 

qh"ceswktgf"fkuvkpevkxgpguuÑ"wpfgt"Ugevkqp"4*h+0""Kf0""Jgpeg."uwiiguvkxg"octmu"fq"pqv"jcxg"vq"dg"

devoid of all meaning in relation to the goods and/or services to be registrable on the Principal 

Register.  See In re Shutts, 217 USPQ 363 (TTAB 1983) (SNO-RAKE held not merely 

descriptive of a snow removal hand tool); TMEP §1209.01(a).  A consumer would have to do 

some level of thought and imagination to combine the meaning of GRAND PRIX with the 

meaning of SPORTS to associate the GRAND PRIX SPORTS mark with the organizing of 

sports league events, namely rugby and soccer tournaments.  Accordingly, GRAND PRIX 

SPORTS is not merely descriptive, as GRAND PRIX SPORTS requires a level of imagination, 

thought, and/or perception to associate GRAND PRIX and SPORTS as then being the organizing 

of sports league events, namely rugby and soccer tournaments.  

 

3. The GRAND PRIX SPORTS Mark Conveys Secondary Meaning Regarding a Prestige 

of Services and is Therefore Registrable on the Principle Register 

 A similar case to the present application is very informative to better understand why 

GRAND PRIX SPORTS is not merely descriptive.  In In re Kinston Office Supply Co., S.N. 

75/438,489 (January 24, 2001), the Board reversed a Section 2(e)(1) refusal to register, 

concludini"vjcv"vjg"octm"EQTRQTCVG"TGUQWTEGU"ku"pqv"ogtgn{"fguetkrvkxg"hqt"Ðtgvckn"uvqtg"

ugtxkegu" kp" vjg" ctgc" qh" qhhkeg" uwrrnkgu" cpf" gswkrogpv0Ñ" " Gxgp" kh" vjg" fgukipcvkqp" Ðeqtrqtcvg"
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tguqwteguÑ" kpenwfgu" vjg" qhhkeg" gswkrogpv" cpf" uwrrnkgu" wvknk¦gf" d{" c" eqtrqtcvkqp." vjg term is 

eqooqpn{" wugf" vq" eqppqvg" c" eqtrqtcvkqpÓu" cuugvu" hqt" kpetgcukpi" kvu" rtqfwevkqp" qt" rtqhkv."

including its office facilities, human capital, and raw materials. Because of this double entendre, 

vjg" octm" ku" cv" oquv" uwiiguvkxg" qh" CrrnkecpvÓu" ugtxkegu0" Kv eqpxg{u" Ðcp" ckt" qh" korqtvcpeg" qt"

ciitcpfk¦gogpv"vq"uwej"gxgt{fc{"qt"owpfcpg"rtqfwevu"cu"qhhkeg"uwrrnkgu"cpf"gswkrogpv.Ñ"vjwu"

etgcvkpi" c" pgy" cpf" fkhhgtgpv" eqoogtekcn" kortguukqp"yjgp" wugf" kp" vjg" eqpvgzv" qh"CrrnkecpvÓu"

retail store services.  Similarly, the secondary meaning of GRAND PRIX conveys an air of 

importance or aggrandizement to SPORTS that makes the mark of GRAND PRIX SPORTS not 

ogtgn{" fguetkrvkxg0" Ceeqtfkpi" vq" vjg" Gzcokpkpi" Cvvqtpg{Óu" tghgtgpeg" qh"

www.Encarta.MSN.com, the secondary meaning of GRAND RTKZ" ku" Ðcp{" qh" xctkqwu"

competitions in a variety of sports that have the same importance and prestige as a Grand Prix in 

cwvqoqdkng" tcekpi0Ñ" Vjg" octm" qh" ITCPF" RTKZ" URQTVU" eqpxg{u" cp" ckt" qh" korqtvcpeg" qt"

aggrandizement from the GRAND PRIX portion to the SPORTS portion which requires the 

consumer to have a level of imagination, thought and perception. Accordingly, GRAND PRIX 

SPORTS is not merely descriptive of organizing sports league events, namely, rugby and soccer 

tournaments.     

 

4. Case Law Cited by the Examining Attorney Actually Favors Reikuvgtkpi"vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu"

Mark 

 The Examining Attorney purports to cite in support of the rejection to register the 

CrrnkecpvÓu"crrnkgf-for mark the case of In re Oppendahl & Larson LLP, 373 F.3d 1171, 1173, 

71 USPQ2d 1370, 1371 (Fed. Cir. 2004).  However, a fair reading of the case suggests the 
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CrrnkecpvÓu" crrnkgf-for mark is actually registrable on the Principle Register.  In In re 

Oppendahl & Larson LLP, the Federal Circuit affirmed the refusal to register the mark 

RCVGPVU0EQO"hqt"uqhvyctg"vjcv"vtcemgf"rcvgpvu"cpf"vtcfgoctmu0""Vjg"Ð0EQOÑ"rqtvkqp"qh"vjg"

mark was found to be a top level domain (TLD) indicator without any trademark significance.  

The court held that software which vtcemgf"vjg"uvcvwu"qh"ÐrcvgpvuÑ"ku"ugoinal to the applied-for 

mark of PATENTS.COM.  This is not an analogous situation to the instant application.  In the 

instant application." vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu" crrnkgf-for mark consists of three words (GRAND, PRIX 

and SPORTS) each of which holds a level of trademark significance.   

 The Fefgtcn"Ektewkv" ecwvkqpgf" vjcv." Ð]f_escriptive marks can qualify for registration on 

vjg"Rtkpekrcn"Tgikuvgt"kh"vjg{"ceswktg"ugeqpfct{"ogcpkpi."k0g0."fkuvkpevkxgpguu0Ñ""Ugg" Id at 1173.  

The court then proposes the hypothetical case where TENNIS.NET could be registrable due to a 

fqwdng" gpvgpftg0" " ÐVjg" j{rqvjgvkecn"octm" cu" c"yjqng." cu" ku" koogfkcvgn{" crrctgpv." rtqfwegu" c"

ykvv{" fqwdng" gpvgpftg" tgncvkpi" vq" vgppku" pgvu." vjg" j{rqvjgvkecn" crrnkecpvÓu" rtqfwevÈVjku"

hypothetical example illustrates that, although TLDs will most often not add any significant 

source-identifying function to a mark, a bright-line rule might foreclose registration to a mark 

ykvj" c" VNF" eqorqpgpv" vjcv" ecp" fgoqpuvtcvg" fkuvkpevkxgpguu0Ñ" " Id at 1175.  This situation is 

skoknct" vq" vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu" crrnkgf" hqt"octm" qh"GRAND PRIX SPORTS, where the secondary 

meaning of GRAND PRIX conveys an air of importance or aggrandizement to SPORTS that 

makes the mark of GRAND PRIX SPORTS not merely descriptive.   

 In the examples provided by the Examining Attorney, the applied-for mark and the 

ugtxkegu"ygtg" gzcevn{" vjg" ucog" kp" cnn"oclqt" tgurgevu0" " Vjku" ku" pqv" vjg" ecug" qh" vjg"CrrnkecpvÓu"

applied-for matm" yjgtg" kv" yqwnf" dg" c" tctg." dwv" rquukdng." qeewttgpeg" yjgp" vjg" CrrnkecpvÓu"
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services would cover a grand prix racing event.  In view of the differences between the present 

application and the purported cited authority by the Examining Attorney, the refusal to register 

the applied-for mark of GRAND PRIX SPORTS should be removed and allowed registration on 

the Principal Register.    

 

V. CONCLUSION 

 In view of the discussion of law and facts above."CrrnkecpvÓu"GRAND PRIX SPORTS 

mark is not metgn{" fguetkrvkxg" qh" vjg" CrrnkecpvÓu" services and it is therefore respectfully 

requested that the TTAB reverse vjg" Gzcokpkpi" Cvvqtpg{Óu" fgekukqp" cpf" fktgev" vjg" uwdlgev"

application for GRAND PRIX SPORTS in international class 041 be advanced to publication. 

 
 
Dated:    June 20, 2011 Respectfully submitted, 
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